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Abstract 
          This paper presents the bibliometric analysis of the journal “Annals of Library and 
Information Studies” during the period 2010 to 2019 with the aim to offer a summary of research 
trends of publications in the selected journal. The study analyzes total 328 papers of 40 issues 
from 2010-2019.  Present analysis covers article distribution pattern, authorship pattern, 
references, and geographical distribution of authors, etc. ALIS reveals trend of growth in 
contribution and average number of contributions is 32.8% per volume. Majority of the 
contributors prefers to do collaborative research. Maximum contributions are on Bibliometrics 
and sufficient numbers of papers are published on e-resources. The highest numbers of 
contributors are from India (74.14%). The study also calculated measures of authorship with 
regard to degree of collaboration (DC), cumulative number of papers and average citations per 
paper. 
Keywords 
        Bibliometrics, Bibliometric Analysis, Citation Analysis, Authorship Pattern, ALIS, Annals 
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INTRODUCTION   
Librarians are striving to explore techniques for organising knowledge. Growth of 
knowledge led to growth of publications which is coupled with growth in technology. 
Bibliometrics is a successful step towards this challenge of mapping dynamic growth of 
literature on various parameters. The use of bibliometric methods in the scientific and 
professional community is not only simple listings of scientific production or citation indexing 
but shows great variety in various professional disciplines (Ellegaard, 2018).    
Bibliometric measurements are helpful in predicting future trends in research which is crucially 
beneficial for librarians, higher education institutions, publishing houses, planners and policy 
makers. Bibliometrics has equal applicability in all fields of study.  
      The term Bibliometric was first used by Alan Pritchard in 1969 to denote a new discipline 
where quantitative methods were employed to probe scientific communication process by 
measuring and analysing various aspects of written documents (Chaurasia, 2008). Bibliometrics 
is a truly interdisciplinary research field; bibliometric comprises mathematics, social sciences. 
Initially, bibliometric study was a simple statistical method of counting to evaluate and quantify 
the growth of a subject. Bibliometric techniques are being used for a variety of purpose like 
determination of various scientific indicators, evaluation of scientific output, selection of 
journals for the libraries, forecasting the research potential of a particular field, and so 
on(Khiste,2017). At present these studies are popularly carried out to assess research trends in a 
particular field and to know state of the art of a subject. 
 Alan Pritchard (1969) has defined bibliometrics as “the application of mathematics 
and statistical methods to book and other media of communications”  
Fairthorne (1969) defines it as “The quantitative treatment of properties of recorded 
discourse and behavior pertaining to it”. 
Annals of Library and Information Studies earlier published as Annals of Library Science 
and Documentation is a well-known leading journal in the field of library and information 
science published from India. It is a leading quarterly journal, published by the National Institute 
of Science Communication and Information Resources (NISCAIR), New Delhi. NISCAIR is 
publishing original papers, survey reports, reviews, short communications, and letters pertaining 
to library science, information science and computer applications in these fields. The journal’s 
title was expanded to Annals of Library Science and Documentation in 1964 and again renamed 
in 2001 as Annals of Library and Information Studies (Velmurugan, 2017). This Journal having 
place in the Scopus indexed list with open access to the researchers. Coverage years of Annals of 
library and information studies under Scopus are from 2011-2019.  
   Present bibliometric study analysis the 328 articles published in Annals of Library and 
Information Studies during the year 2010-2019 based on several bibliometric parameters.  
 LITERATURE REVIEW 
• Sheeba (2011) investigated bibliometric analysis of literature on earthquake during 1998-
2007 from ISI Thompson’s Web of Science and the study revealed that research level on 
the topic of earthquake increased from 1998 onwards. 
• Dhanasekaran (2015) examines the literature growth of automobiles studies using 
bibliometric analysis of Compendex–CD, a collection of literature on engineering studies, 
for analyzing the literature growth, authorship pattern, spatial distribution of literature 
and language from. The study found that there are 15,481 contributions on Automobile 
research productivity during the study period i.e. 2000-2012. The study indicates that 
nearly 60% of articles (9264) appeared in journal articles, one fourth of article (44%) 
appeared as conference articles. Nearly 3,448 of articles on Automobile (22.3%) were 
General review in nature. USA has contributed the highest number of records followed 
by United Kingdom and Japan. India has recorded only 13 articles. Majority of the 
articles were written in English language followed by Russian language. Findings 
revealed that single authored studied are found more in comparison with multiple 
authorship.   
• Ray, Pratin and Sen (2015) , highlights the publication productivity of Rabindranath 
Tagore, the Nobel laureate poet of India. The study finds out that Rabindranath published 
199 books during 1878-1941 and 36 titles were posthumously making it 235 Bengali 
books to his credit. The study reveals that Tagore wrote on all branches of literature like 
poetry, short stories, novel, essays, drama, letters, travelogues, autobiography etc.  
• Kolle, Shankar Reddy and Shankarappa (2016) studied the bibliometric analysis of 
articles published during the period of 2009-2015 by University of Horticultural 
Sciences, Bagalkot, Karnataka, India and revealed the year wise distribution of articles, 
citations, types of publications, prolific authors, preferred journals, authorship pattern and 
degree of collaboration.  A total of 170 articles were published by the university and 
majority of the articles were written by more than three authors. Majority of the articles 
were contributed by the multiple authors and the value of degree of collaboration was 
0.994. Environment and Ecology (23; 13.53%), Asian Journal of Horticulture (19; 
11.18%), Karnataka Journal of Agricultural Sciences (10; 5.88%) were the most preferred 
journals by the scientists working in the UHS, Bagalkot for the publication of their 
research findings respectively. 
• Waghmare and Khaparde  (2016) studied the authorship pattern of library web2.0 with a 
sample of 271 papers collect  from Scopus database during 2011-2015.In the study the 
degree of contribution in library web2.0  during 5years (2011-2015 ) is 0.67%. According 
to study the number of articles with single author is higher and the maximum number of 
contributors is from USA. 
• Patro (2017) in Journal of Services Research analyzed research publications of over 15 
years from 2001-2015. The study reveals that total 280 articles are published in the 33 
issues of journal. The highest number of citations in the year 2014 in print citations; 
while electronic citations are highest in 2015 and maximum numbers of papers have been 
contributed on the topic of Marketing 68 (24.29%).  
• Narendra and Kannappanavar(2018) tried to investigate the scholarly articles published in 
Conference proceeding i.e., “NACLIN-National Convention on Knowledge, Library and 
Information Networking”, for the period of 1998-2010. The purpose of this study is to 
find out the author's productivity, authorship pattern, and find out the proportion of 
single-authored publications and multi-authored publications. The work also finds out the 
degree of collaboration, most productive authors and institutions, and researchers 
interested in areas for research. For the analysis of the study 13years, NACLIN 
Conference Volumes articles were taken up for evaluation. Necessary Bibliometric 
measures applied to analyze different publication parameters. The study reveals that solo-
authored contributions dominated as compared to multi-authored contributions. The 
proportion of multi-authored publications is 47.77% and single-authored publications are 
52.23% for the whole period. The average number of authors per article is 1.64 for 448 
articles. The average productivity per author is 0.61. The researcher's most interesting 
areas are Electronic Information Resources and Services, Knowledge Management, 
Library and Information Networks, Resource Sharing and Networking, Digital Library, 
Digitization, Database creation, Web-based technologies. 
• Sonkar, Sharad Kumar, Vermand Dixit and Shraddha (2018), worked on bibliometric 
study of the Journal of Documentation from 2005 to 2015. This worked covers the 
growth of literature, authorship patterns, geographical productivity, lengthwise, subject-
wise distribution of articles and ranking pattern.  
• Kumar, Raza, Khan and Mohan (2019) presented bibliometric analyses of the journal 
Vidhigya: The Journal of Legal Awareness for the period of 12 years (2006-2017). Total 
197 articles of twelve issues from 2006 to 2017 have been selected for the study of 
various bibliometric parameters. The study finds out that maximum number of paper 
published in the year 2006 and the majority of articles are conceptual paper. The 
authorship patters of the published article indicated that majority of articles written by 
single author. 
• Shukla, Bramha, and Verma (2019) Studied the publication pattern of the World Digital 
Libraries-An International Journal during the period of 10 years (2008-2017) on the basis 
of bibliometric parameters in which 104 research articles were published. The work 
investigates the authorship pattern, issue wise distribution of articles, geographical 
distribution, most productive authors, reference distribution of articles and found that the 
maximum numbers of articles 48 were contributed by the single author, followed by two 
authors with 29 articles. The first position was occupied by India with a maximum 
number of contributions i.e., 65 articles. And the most prolific author is 
M.Madhusudhanwhich contributed 7(22.58%) articles, followed by Gobinda Chowdhury, 
Anna Kaushik and Zahid Ashraf Wani contributed 3 (9.68%) articles each.   
 
OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY  
• To trace out the distribution of research papers during the study period i.e.  2010-2019 
• To study the authorship pattern of the publications in ALIS journal. 
• To study the subject wise research trends of publications in ALIS journal.   
• To study the length of publications and citation per publication.   
• To identify maximum contributing authors in the journal under study.    
SCOPE AND COVERAGE  
The present study is further limited to a period of 10 years 2010-2019 i.e. 2nd decade of 21st 
century. Total 328 papers of 40 issues of Annals of Library and Information Studies   from 2010 
to 2019 (Vol. 57- 66) are selected.  
METHODOLOGY 
The current study has been conducted in order to understand the bibliometric practices, followed 
by various authors of the Annals of Library and Information Studies. Data collection has been 
done by scanning each issue individually. The collected data has been rigorously analyzed and 
presented in the form of tables and graphs for interpretation using MS word and MS Excel. 
DATA ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION 
YEAR-WISE DISTRIBUTION OF PAPERS  
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2011 
(58) 
10 10 9 7 36 10.97%   89 26.33% 
2012 
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                                        Fig. 1   Year-Wise Distribution  
Table 1 and figure 1 depict the growth of LIS literature and its distribution over the years from 
2010-2019 in Annals of Library and Information Studies covering volumes numbered 57 to 66. It 
shows that the highest number of papers are published in the year 2010 i.e. 43(13.11%) from 328 
papers of ten year and lowest number of papers are publishes in year 2019 i.e. 20(6.10%). This 
shows that the ALIS journal become more selective over the period.  
DEGREE OF COLLABORATION AMONG AUTHORS BY YEAR 
 
Table 2: Degree of Collaboration among Authors by Year 












1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10




2010 16 18 7 2 0 0 43 13.11% 
2011 14 14 7 0 0 1 36 10.97% 
2012 11 10 6 0 0 0 27 8.24% 
2013 12 18 5 0 1 1 37 11.28% 
2014 12 18 4 1 0 0 35 10.67% 
2015 18 14 4 1 1 0 38 11.58% 
2016 8 18 3 2 1 0 32 9.76% 
2017 9 17 6 0 0 0 32 9.76% 
2018 8 16 2 2 0 0 28 8.54% 
2019 7 8 4 1 0 0 20 6.10% 













                                             
    Table 2 shows that out of 328 articles from the year 2010- 2019, 115(35.09%) articles are of 
single authorship, 151(46.03%) are of double authorship, 48(14.63%) are of triple authorship, 
9(2.74%) are of Quadruple authorship, 3(0.91%) are of quintuple authorship and only 02(0.60%) 
articles are of sextuple authorship. Highest number of single authorship articles are recorded in 
2015 (18 articles) whereas lowest number of single authored articles are recorded in 2019 (7 
articles). 
DEGREE OF COLLABORATION  
DC means measuring collaboration rate between single and multiple- authored in research. The 
formula of degree of collaboration given by (Subramanyam in 1983) as follows,                       
DC=NM/NM+NS 
DC = Degree of Collaboration 
Nm= Total number of multi-authored paper published in a year  
Ns= Total number of Single-authored paper published in a year  
 
Table 3: Degree of Collaboration  
Year  Single Authored papers Multi-authored 
papers 
Degree of collaboration  
C=NM/NM+NS 
2010 16 27 0.63 
2011 14 22 0.61 
2012 11 16 0.59 
2013 12 25 0.68 
2014 12 23 0.66 
2015 18 20 0.53 
2016 8 24 0.75 
2017 9 23 0.72 
2018 8 20 0.71 
2019 7 13 0.65 
Total 115 213 Average degree of collaboration  0.64 
                                                                                       
 
                                            Fig. 2 Degree of Collaboration 
DC=NM/NM+NS 
DC= 213/213+115 
DC   = 213/328         DC =0.69 
Therefore Table3 shows the DC value and average degree of collaboration 0.64. Maximum 
degree of collaboration (0.75) is for the year 2016 whereas minimum collaborations are recorded 
for the year 2015 i.e. 0.53. 
DESIGNATION WISE CONTRIBUTION OF AUTHORS 
 




Designation Frequency Percentage 
1 Teachers 153 30.91% 
2 Librarian 143 28.88% 
3 Scientist/Technical Officers 71 14.35% 
4 Others 66 13.34% 
5 Research Scholars/Students 48 9.69% 
6 Professional Assistant/Project Assistant/Assistant 
Director/research assistant 
10 2.02% 
7 UGC Emeritus Fellow / Project Fellow 4 0.81% 
 Total              495 100% 
                                                   
 
 



































    
Designation wise distribution of authors is shown in table 4 and figure 3. Total 617 authors have 
contributed in 328 papers. Out of 617, 122 contributors did not state their designation, so table 4 
deals with 495 contributor’s designations. Most of the contributors are from teachers i.e. 
153(30.91%) followed by librarians with 143 (28.88%), scientist/technical officers with 
71(14.35%) which is near to the contribution of authors belonging to various other designations 
i.e.  66 (13.34%). 48(9.69%) contributors are Research Scholars and Students. Professional 
Assistant/Project Assistant/Assistant Director/Research Assistant from various departments 
contributes with 10 (2.02%) articles and 4(0.81%) contributions are made by UGC Emeritus 
Fellow / Project Fellow in the period of 2010-2019 in Annals of library and information studies 
journal.  
Institution Wise Contribution of Authors   
 
      Table 5: Institution Wise Contribution of Authors                                        




 1 University 377 62.83% 
2 Institutes/CSIR/Academy 145 24.17% 
3 Research/Resource/information Centre/UGC 37 6.17% 
4 College 19 3.17% 
5 Govt. Departments 9 1.5% 
6 MNC 7 1.17% 
7 Bank/Court/Hospital(Library) 4 0.67% 
8 School 1 0.16% 
9 National Library 1 0.16% 
 Total 600 100% 
 
                                               Fig 4:  Institution Wise Distribution 
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      From 617 authors, 17authors did not mention their institute, so table 5 and figure 4 deals with 
only 600 author’s institutions and shows that out of 600 authors, majority of author’s i.e.  377 
(62.85%) are affiliated to various universities followed by 145(24.17%) from various 
institutes/CSIR/Academy, 37(6.17%) from Research/Resource/information Centre/UGC, 
19(3.17%) from colleges, 9(1.5%) from various government departments, 7(1.17%) from 
MNC/Pvt .Ltd and 4(0.67%) contributors participated from Bank/Court/Hospital (Library). Only 
one (0.16%) author has contributed each from school and National Library during the period of 
study i.e. 2010-2019.   
SUBJECT WISE DISTRIBUTION OF PAPERS   
 
      Table 6: Subject Wise Distribution of Papers                                                                                                                                                    
Sr. 
No.  
                                             Subject Frquency %age 
1 Bibliometrics/ Scientometric/ Webometrics /Research Output/ 
Lokta’s Law/Bradford Law/ Impact Factor/H-index 
96 29.26 
2 E-Resources/e-journal/e-newspaper/MultimediaResources/ 
InformationFormat /InformationResources/ digital repository/ / 
Open Access/ Reference Sources/ e-information/ Grey Literature 
Link Analysis/Search Engine/ Library Consortium/ Consortia/ 
Library Websites 
74 22.56 
3 Information Retrieval / Collection 
Evaluation/Recommendation/Selection/ Digital Preservation/ 
Indexing/Abstracting /Web Scale Discovery/ Information Access/ 
Information Channels/ Information/Information 
Content/Practices/Synthesis 
24 7.31 
4 IT/ICT/Web2.0/Cloud Computing/Social 
Media/Media/SNWs/Facebook/Wikipedia/Blogs/Twitter 
24 7.31 
5 Citation Analysis/ Tri-Citation Analysis/URLs Citation/Citation 
Error / Link Analysis/ Web Link Analysis 
21 6.42 
6 Universe of Subject/Canon of Classification/Facet/Basic Subject/ 
Binary Classification/Automatic Text Classification/Classification 
/UDC/LCC/Notation/ Social Bookmarking   
16 4.87 
7 Internet/Internet of thing/URl/ Cybercafe  8 2.44 
8 KnowledgeManagement/Organisation /Knowledge Production / 
/Knowledge Society  
6 1.83 
9 Users Satisfaction/Library Services/quality/Delivery/information 
services/ Information Seeking Behavior/reading habits/User 
Demand 
15 4.57 
10 LIS Education/LIS/Higher Education/Profession /MOOC/ 
Librarian/LIS Profession 
12 3.67 
11 Computer Skill/ Information Literacy/Information Literacy 
Competence 
8 2.43 
12 College Library/Academic Library/ Digital Library 8 2.43 
14 Open Source Software/ Bibliometrix R-Package 6 1.83 
15 Vandalism / Patronage/Patrons /Library Fine/Security/ /Customer  5 1.53 
17 Cataloguing Codes/ETD Cataloguing 3 0.92 
18 General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) 1 0.31 
19 Decision Making 1 0.31 
 Total 328 100% 
                                               
      Table 6 represents the subject wise distribution of papers. It is clear from the table that 
Annals of Library and Information Studies journal prefers to publish papers on bibliometric and 
Scienometric studies 96(29.26%), 74(22.56%) papers are  related to e-resources, papers related 
to Information Access and Information technology with equal number i.e. 24(7.31%) and only 
one –one i.e.  1(0.30%) author likes to write paper on subjects like General Data Protection 
Regulation and Decision Making during 2010-2019. During the period of 2010-2019 authors 
writes on 19 diverse subjects.  
ANALYSIS OF LENGTH OF PAPERS 
 
Table 7: Analysis of Length of Papers 
Sr. No. No. of  Pages No. of articles % age 
1 1-5 56 17.07% 
2 6-10 206 62.81% 
3 11-15 58 17.68% 
4 16-20 4 1.22% 
5 Above 20 4 1.22% 
 Total 328 100% 
                                                           
 
              
                                     Fig. 5   Length of Papers 
Table 7 and figure 5 show data about the length of papers in Annals of library and information 
Studies journal. From 328 papers, 206 (62.80%) papers comprise of between 6-10 pages 
followed by 58 (17.68%) papers of between 11-15 pages, 56(17.07%) papers between 1-5 and 4 
papers between both the remaining options i.e., 16-20 and above 20 pages each. 
STUDY OF REFERENCES CITED  
 


















Sr No No. of References Frequency %age 
1 Nil 2 0.61% 
2 1-10 69 21.04% 
3 11-20 128 39.02% 
4 21-30 67 20.43% 
5 31-40 39 11.89% 
6 41-50 12 3.66% 
7 Above 50 11 3.35% 
 Total 328 100% 
                                                                   
 
          
                                                           
                                         Fig. 6: Cited References 
Table 8 and figure 6 show that out of 328 papers, majority of papers i.e.128 (39.02%) have cited 
between 11-20 references. 69(21.04%) papers have cited 1-10 references followed by 
67(20.43%) papers cited between 21-30 references. 12(3.66%) papers have cited 41-50 
references which is near to the number of papers having cited 50 plus references i.e.11 (3.35%) 
and there are only two papers with zero (0.61%) references cites. 
 YEAR-WISE DISTRIBUTION OF PAPER AND CITATIONS  
Table 9: Year-Wise Distribution of Paper and Citations 
Year TP TC ACPP 
2010 43 1038 14.55 
2011 36 819 11.48 
2012 27 465 6.54 
2013 37 831 11.65 
2014 35 802 11.25 
2015 38 652 9.15 
2016 32 573 8.05 
2017 32 610 8.55 
2018 28 881 12.35 
2019 20 460 6.43 
Total 328 7131 100% 
 






Nil 1to10 11to20 21to30 31to40 41to50 Above 50
  
                                                 Fig. 7 Year-Wise Citations  
           Table 9 and figure 7 highlight that out of 7131 citations for the period under study, 
maximum citations (1038) are recorded in the year 2010 citations whereas minimum citations 
(460) are recorded for the year 2019.   
GEOGRAPHICAL CONTRIBUTION OF AUTHORS 















1 India 453 74.14% 15 Pushkin/Russia 2 0.32% 
2 Nigeria 60 9.81% 16 Brazil 2 0.32% 
3 Sri Lanka 21 3.43% 17 South Africa 2 0.32% 
4 Iran 17 2.78% 18 Netherland 2 0.32% 
5 Banglades
h 
15 2.45% 19 Kazakstan 1 0.16% 
6 Canada 11 1.80% 20 Honolulu/Hawai
i 
1 0.16% 
8 Hungery 3 0.49% 21 Stanford/ 
California 
1 0.16% 
9 USA 3 0.49% 22 China 1 0.16% 
10 Uganda 3 0.49% 23 Botswana 1 0.16% 
11 Belgium 3 0.49% 24 Fiji 1 0.16% 




2 0.32% 26 Nepal 1 0.16% 
14 Malaysia 2 0.32%     










1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
TC 1038 819 465 831 802 652 573 610 881 460
year 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
1038 819
465
831 802 652 573 610
881
460
                                            Fig. 8 Geographical Distribution 
 
             Table 8 and figure 8 represent country wise contribution of papers, during study it 
was found that 06 authors do not declare their country, so table 8 deals with 617 contributors 
during the period of 2010-2019 and it is observed during this decade contributions are made 
by 26 various countries and majority of papers (74.14%) are from India. A good number of 
contributions (9.81%) are there from Nigeria followed by Sri Lanka (3.43%), Iran (2.78%) 
and Bangladesh (2.45%).  
       STATE /UT-WISE CONTRIBUTION OF INDIAN AUTHORS  
 
                 Table11:  State/UT -Wise Contribution of Indian Authors                                            
Sr No. State/Union 
Territories 
Frequency %age 
1 New Delhi/Delhi  143 31.56% 
2 Karnataka 55 12.14% 
3 West Bengal 54 11.92% 
4 Maharashtra 34 7.51% 
5 Kerala 27 5.96% 
6 Tamil Nadu 21 4.63% 
7 Jammu and 
Kashmir 
16 3.53% 
8 Odisha 15 3.31% 
9 Uttar Pradesh 14 3.15% 
10 Rajasthan 13 2.86% 
11 Punjab 12 2.64% 
12 Himachal Pradesh 6 1.32% 
13 Madhya Pradesh 5 1.13% 







2 222 22 211 1 1 1 1 1 1
India Nigeria Sri Lanka Iran
Bangladesh Canada Hungery USA
Uganda Belgium Africa United Arab Emirates
Malaysia Pushkin/Russia Brazil South Africa
Netherland Kazakstan Honolulu/Hawaii Stanford/ California
China Botswana Fiji Tanzania
Nepal
15 Jharkhand 4 0.88% 
16 Puducherry(UT) 4 0.88% 
17 Andhra Pradesh 4 0.88% 
18 Haryana 3 0.66% 
19 Chattisgarh 3 0.66% 
20 Gujarat 3 0.66% 
21 Telangana 3 0.66% 
22 Sikkim 2 0.44% 
23 Uttarakhand  2 0.44% 
24 Mizoram 2 0.44% 
25 Bihar 1 0.22% 
26 Meghalaya 1 0.22% 
27 Gujarat 1 0.22% 
28 Manipur 1 0.22% 
 Total 453 100% 
                                            
 
                          Fig. 9   State/UT -Wise Distribution of Indian Authors 
Table 11 and figure 9 deal with the data of state wise contribution of authors in the journal in 
Annals of library and information studies during the period 2010-2019.  It is clear that out of 453 



















New Delhi/Delhi Karnataka West Bengal Maharashtra
Kerala Tamil Nadu Jammu and Kashmir Odisha
Uttar Pradesh Rajasthan Punjab Himachal Pradesh
Madhya Pradesh Assam Jharkhand Puducherry(UT)
Andhra Pradesh Haryana Chattisgarh Gujarat
Telangana Sikkim Uttarakhand Mizoram
Bihar Meghalaya Gujarat Manipur
maximum numbers of Indian contributors are from Delhi/New Delhi i.e. 143(31.56%). State 
Karnataka participated with 55(12.14%) contributors which is very near to West Bengal i.e. 
54(11.92%), contributors belong to  Maharashtra are 34(7.50%) and 27(5.96%) are with Kerala, 
21(4.63%) contributors are from Tamilnadu state.  There is lowest number of contributors from 
Bihar, Meghalaya, Gujarat and Manipur i.e. 1(0.22%).  
MAXIMUM CONTRIBUTORS (TOP FIVE)  
    
Table12: Maximum contributors (Top Five)                                  
Sr. 
No. 
Name No. of 
article 
 
%age h-index Ranked  
1 B. K. Sen 24 48% 23 2 
2 K. C. Garg 10 20% 27 1 
3 Partha Pratim  
Ray 
7 14% 3 5 
4 Ram Shri 5 10% 10 4 
5 Anup Kumar 
Das 
4 8% 15 3 
 Total 50 100%   
               
 
                                   Figure10.  Maximum Contributed Authors 
Table 12 and figure 10 highlight the top five contributors during the period of 2010-2019 in the 
journal Annals of library and information studies and it is clear from the table that the author B. 
K. Sen, contributes maximum papers i.e 24 (48%) followed by K. C. Garg with 10 (20%), Ray 
Partha Ram with 7(14%), Ram Shri 5 (10%) and Anup Kumar Das 4(8%).  Author’s h-index has 
also been taken from Google Scholars profiles as on September 28, 2021which places K. C. Garg 
on top followed by B. K. Sen. 
FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION 
The following results and conclusions can be drawn from the bibliometric analysis of the journal 
“Annals of Library and Information Studies (during 2010-19)”. 
1. This study shows that total 328 papers published during the years 2010-2019 and 617 









B. K. Sen K. C. Garg Partha Pratim  Ray Ram Shri Anup Kumar Das
2. Study found that there are 122 authors do not mention their designation, 17 their 
institution and 06 contributes are from unknown geographical areas.  
3. Majority of the library and information scientists prefer to contribute their papers jointly 
as degree of collaboration is 0.64. 
4. Most of the contributions are like to work on subject like Bibliometrics and 
Scientometrics and research output (29.26%). 
5. Majority of the contributions in the journal are by teachers (30.94 %) and librarians 
(28.88%) from various universities (62.85%).   
6. Most of the contributions in this journal are belongs to India (74.14%).  
7. New Delhi/Delhi is the biggest domestic contributor to the papers published in the 
journal (31.56%).  
8. Except two papers all the contributions are with citations. Mostly papers are with 
references between 11-20 (39.02%). 
9. For the period under study, B. K. Sen is the highest contributing author (48%).  
It is concluded that the Annals of Library and Information Studies provides an 
opportunity to library and information science researchers from India and abroad while 
simultaneously providing fresh directions for future research. The journal has contributed 
a lot in the growth and development of library and information science.  
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